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would have proudly acknowledged their heresy and pro-
claimed the superiority of their teachings over the belief of the
vulgar. It is strange that the publicists of Philip IV did not
circulate the tale that some of the victims had boldly stood up
for a wicked faith.
Despite the tremendous efforts made by Philip and Clement
to convince Christendom of the guilt of the Temple, con-
temporary opinion outside France considered the Order as
sacrificed by a poltroon pope to appease a rapacious king, and
even in France in the fourteenth century many people were
not deceived. Most modern historians agree in acquitting
the Temple of heresy and all the graver charges of the
indictment. Guilty or innocent, the Order would have
escaped suppression had Philip the Fair been less ambitious or
Clement V more resolute. And had the Temple survived,
it might have had a splendid destiny. A strong papal army
might perhaps have protected the spiritual power from many
misfortunes, might have become a potent instrument for
peace. This organisation of soldier monks, powerful in
every country in Christendom, free from the dictation of the
princes, might have developed into an international police
force and saved the world from great tragedies. But it might
also have developed into an instrument of oppression in the
hands of the Church. The might-have-beens of history are
dangerous.
The Knights Templars represented the highest ideal of the
Middle Ages. For two centuries the blood of the brethren
was joyfully poured out for what they felt to be the most
wonderful of all things—the custody of Jerusalem. The
Templars failed to hold the Holy City, and seven centuries
were to pass before it was restored to Christian rule. On
December n, 1917, when Allenby's troops marched into
Jerusalem, the Knights Templars were not forgotten. In
the Temple Church of London, the effigies of the crusading
warriors were crowned with laurels.

